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PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 



Seatde, Washington 98101 



June 26, 2006 



TO THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS: 

A. Response Transmittal 

Transmitted herewith is a response to an Office Action in the above-identified 
application. No additional claim fbe is required. 

B. Declaialions Under 37 CJJL 6 1.132 

Also aiclosed are Declarations of Donald J. Munsil, Cornelius L Lupu, Mark Derbecker, 
and Justin Lindsay Steventon (previously Lindsay William Steventon) Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.132 



C. Petition for Extension of Time 

Apphcants respectfully request that the shortened statutory period for response to the 
outstanding 0£5ce Action dated February 24, 2006, set to expire on May 24, 2006. be extended 
by 1 mondi, to expire on June 24, 2006. 

D. Fees 

The Coimmssioner is hereby autiiorized to charge Dq>osit Account No. 03-1740 in flie 
amount of $120 to cover the required fee for the request for extension of tune. 



(12 pages). 
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E. Additional Fee Charges or Credit for Overpayment 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees under 37 CF.R. §§ L16, 1.17 
and 1.18 which may be required during tiie entire pendency of the application, or credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 03-1740. This authorization also hereby includes a request 
for any extensions of time of the appropriate length required upon the filing of any reply during 
the entire prosecution of tiiis apphcation. 



Respectfidly submitted^ 

CHRISTENSEN O'CONNOR 
JOHNSQJifXINDNESS"^ 




'Registration No. 22,178 
Direct Dial No. 206,695.1702 



I hereby certify that this correspondence i$ being transmitted via facsimile to the U.S. Patent and Tiademark QfSce, 
Grcaip Alt Uii0^93, Examiner T.J. Roche» at facsinnlc mnnbe5,5yT^^>8300 on June : 
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1420 Fifth Avenue, Sutte 2800 
Seattle. Wa$hln9ton 98101-2347 



206.682.8100 phone 
206.224.0779 fax 
www.co]k.com 



TO: 

FACSIMILE NO: 
RE: 

OUR REFERENCE: 
YOUR REFERENCE: 
FROM: 



FACSIMILE COVER SHEET 

DATE: June 26, 2006 

Exaroiner T.J. Roclie ' 

U.S. Patent and Tradanark Office 

571-273-8300 

U.S. Patent Application No. 10/090.416, entitled Custom Application- 
Compatibilxty Systems and Layers 

MSFT-1-18149 

ConfinnationNo. 6209 

Gary S. Kindness, Esq. 



QFacsimMe No. 206.224.0779) 



MESSAGE: Please see attached. 



****** OFFICIAL ****** 



The infonnation contained in tbis &c5imile message is piivileged and confidential infoimation intended only for 
die use of the recipieni named above. If die leader of ^ message is not the intended recq)ient, or the enaplaytt or 
agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient^ any distribution or copying of this connnunication is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received Oiis connnunication in eiror, please notify us immediately by telephone and retom 
ilie original message to us at ihe above address by znaiL 

We have 21 pages to send» mchiding tbis sheet If any pages need to be retransmitted, 
please call 206.6S2.8100, Ext 124L 



I hereby certify that this coirespondence is being transntitted via £^ 
Group Art t^^^^ 193, Examiner TJ. Roche, at&csnnileni 



Date: 




[e to the U.S. Patent and Traderoatk Office, 
on June 26, 2006. 
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MAIL STOP AF 
RESPONSE UNDER 37 CF,R. § 1.116 
EXPEDITED PROCEDURE 
EXAMINING GROUP 2100 
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFHCE 

Applicants: D. J. Munsil et al. Attorney Docket No j MSFTl 1 8 149 

Application No,: 10/090,416 Ait Unit: 2193/ConfinnationNo: 6209 

Filed: March 1,2002 Examiner: T J. Roche 

Title: CUSTOM APPLICATION-COMPATIBILITY SYSTEMS AND LAYERS 

RESPONSE AFTER FINAL 

Seattle, Washington 98101 

June 26, 2006 

TO THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS: 

Applicants respectfully request fliat the above-identified application be le-exaxnined. 

The February 24, 2006, final Office Action ("Office Action") in the above-identified 
plication included a Response to Amendment section (paragraphs 4-10), a Requirement for 
loformation section (paragraphs 11-17). a Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C-§102 section 
paragraphs 18-19), and a Conclusion section paragraphs 20-21). Ubie Response to Amendment 
section pointed out alleged defects in the 37 CE.R. §1.131 Declarations attached to the response 
to the first Office Action in this application. The Requirement for loformation section required 
infottnation based on statements made in the Declarations felt to be pertinent to the examination 
of this appKcatioiu and the Claims Rcgections-35 U-S.C. §102 section again rejected 
Claims 1-79 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being fully anticipated by an article fitted "Windows XP 
Application Compatibility Technologies" by Morehouse etal. (h^dnafter "Article"), 
AppHcants' response to the various sections follows. 

Response tQ Amendment Section 

As noted above, the Response to Amendment Section of tiie Office Action points out 
alleged defects in the previously submitted Declarations. In this regard, subsequent to receipt of 
the Office Action, applicants* agent contacted the Examiner to discuss the previously submitted 
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